
EX PARTE OR LATE FILED

----.----

•-===y Sprint

Jay C. Keithley
Vice Presidell/
Lilw <I{ E,!ef/lil{ Affilirs

1850 M Street. NW
Suite 1100
Washington, DC 20036
Telephone: (202) 828-7453
Fax: (202) 822-8999

EXPABTE

Mr. W....,. Caton
Adaaa Soa'otary
'edenl ComRlnicMiou CommiIsion
1919 M Street, N.W. Room 222
WubiDgton, D.C. 2OSS4

RE:

September 26, 1996

RECEIVED

rSfP,26 1996
FEDERAL "'".o. ,

uvmMUNICAnOllS t-·..,-
O-rr.jN' " LoiJlV!"'<'SII'IAI...,.,~ C'" ('''''l''tr? WI.... vr~

rvt::"'/lLIi!\RY
In the Matter ofFedera1-State Joint Board on Universal Service
CC Docket No. 96-45

Dear Mr. Caton:

Today,r~ of SpriDt Corporatioa met with Commiuioner Ness and Tun
Cauedy, ofhlrll&lft: to dilQ.ll8 Sprist'l positioa in the above rofer~ docket. Attached is
the haAdout \lied ill the discussion.

Representing Sprint Corpontioa were: Jay Keithley, Loon Kestenbaum, Dick Juhnke,
a&d Tn Sichter. We request that this information be made a part ofthe record in this matter.
Two copies ofthis letter, in accordance with Section 1.1206(a)(1), are provided for this
purpose. Ifyou have any questions, please feel free to call.

Sincerely,

Jot!/~
Jay C. Keithley

cc: Commiasiooer Ness
Jim Casserly

No. of Copies rec'd
UstABC 0 E
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Cost-Based
Interconnection

Local
Competition

Cost-Based
Local Rates

Erosion of'Intemal Subsidies
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• Provide incorrect price signals to potential entrants

• Are unsustainable

'. . . . . . . '<~~~; 'fll
UNSUSTAINABILITY OF INTERNAli'Y~~.,'~."". '''¢r~-:~'\l~<''

(IMPLICIT) SUBSIDIES:"; <'~~~l~~~~. "" . ;' . . ·;I·J:.\:~.~.8Ii~~&

;;~7~~r···

Maintaining Universal Service Support through iIIte~~,;<:",!,~
"cross subsidies" is Inconsistent with the Telecom ACt,.··:;"'~,·~~:·"::··

and is Incompatible with, and Unsustainable iII, a ' . '.i!"'"

Competitive Market Place

• Proble~with Embedding "Subsidies" in LEC Prices

- Neither explicit nor targeted

- Artificially low rates (f<jr the subsidized services)are ablU'ii.",~
competitive entry . '" ,.:;~;·~ff'~1~r

- Artificially hjgh rates (for the services providing the subsidy).:.. .':~.'.".~:::>: ,.' ':;:.
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Unsustainability of Current Ix Access'
R· · C' .. E·;". ates ill a .. ompetlt1ve .11vuonm"nL;,;i',$,it~.t~'iiL<

.:.'-_ ..

~.' . "-.-.::-.-~ .,-. ,:- -. '-.~-::_ ~. . -: ~.,'-:--~:-·:-~1~~?-.J '.-,'.~::~

·.lltrt~~~~~h~~~edr~~~~~~~~t
to competitiveLECS~atcost-basedrates . c,;;.{j\,"',",L

'. . . .;y:;·::r!.;",

· ~~~:Jr::~~~~~~~~%~~sf:e~~~~~JI;':;S!
an element ~nder the existing rate structures exc~~'.d~
the costs for that unbundled element .'. <,:,~::c;~

. , .:"...... ">~'

• ,And, ultim~tely~ u!1dermining the cross-subsidie~~j~k'~,:::':~~
embedded :ID eXIsting rate structures' '<: ."~'~~ ,....

. . ,'. .~:.;

. .. : '~".

• New Entrants can undermine·Acces.sRates
• If rate level too high (above economib'~os~;~'
• If rate structuresiJ:lefficient ·.di;;:

• e.g., per MOUrecovery of fIXedor~S"'i;';~£~:i#l~;~t;

costs 5·. \' . .. . ···;;·~ffr',~~
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ResideDta1
0 70,447 2.5% $ - 0.0% $

0-100 767,815 27.2% $ 673,485 3.1% $ 0.88 .... -..;

100-200 442,665 15.7% $ 1,326,621 6.2% $ 3.00
2OQ..300 324,892 11.5% -$ 1,591,209 7.4% $ 4.90 "

300-1000 939,235 33.3% $ 9,753,185 45.5% $ 10.38
1000-2000 226,949 8.0% $ 5,399,230 2S.2C1 $ 23.79
2000-SOOO '50,405 l.8C1 $ 2,335,103 10.9C1 $ 46.33

5000+ 2,358 0.1C1 $ 348,841 .La $ 147.94

TOTAL 2,824,766 100.0% $ 21,427,675 , 100.0% $ 7.59

,\
\'<

Carrier Common Line Revenues
Disaggregated by CustomerlJ,"s"

Bnmtess
o 193,955 14.3f1 $ - 0.0% $

0-100 567,692 42.0Cl $ 363,8g6 3.5C1 $ 0.64
100-200 152,528 11.3C1 $ 477,805 4.5C1 $,~.13
200-300 94,035 7.0% $ 493,989 4.7C1 $ , 5.25
300-1000 235,348 '17.4C1 $ 2,710,393 2S.8C1$ 11.52
1000-2000 67,702 5.0$ $ 1,938,895 18.4C1 $ 28.64
2000-5000 31,536 2.3% $, 1,993,250 19.0% $ 63.21

5000+ 9,617 0.·7% ".$ . 2,534,321 ~ $ 263.53

TOTAL 1,352,413 100.0$ $ 10,512,539 100.0% $ 7.77
Note: Basedon November 1995bOHng rsootds for United & Centel Florida, CT&TCentslofNorth CBroUna,

Ohio, UnltBcl & Centsl Tsxas, IlHnoIsandMissouri
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Local SwitdUn,
perune

0.0% $
2.9'11 $0.41
5.9CJ, $ 1.45
7.1% $ 2.41

45.1% $ 5.27
25.9'11 $ 12.51
11.6'11 $ 25.16
1.7% $ 77.19

100.0%· $ .3.89

0.0% $
3.4'11 $ 0.29
4.6'11 $ 1.46
4.8'11 $ . 2.47

. 26.9'11 ;$ 5.49
19.1% $ Ie 13.58
18.7'11$ 28.51
22;4'11 $ 111.85

100.0% $ . 3.55

%of
IWal

~ ~.
...

' .. 11'

Local Switching
aDter & Intra) .

7

2.5% $
27:2% $ 316,420
15.7% $ 642,2S0
11.5% $ 782,421
33.3% $ 4,947,455
8.0% $ 2,839,538
1.8% $ 1,268,355
0.1% $ 182,012

100.0% $ 10,978,451

14.3% $
42.0% $ 164,100
11.3% $ 222,116
7.0% $ 232,429

17.4% $" 1,292,699
5.0% $ 919,511
2.3% $ . 898,966
0.7%$ 1,075,655

100.0% $ 4,805,476

%of
IWal

70,447
767,815
442,665 .
324,892
939,235
~949
. 50,405

2,358

193,955
567,692
152,528
94,035

235,348
67,700
31,536
9,617

2,824,7~ .

1,352,413

Access
Lines

R.esideotal

o
0-100

1()()"200
. 200-300
3()()..1000
1()()()'2000
2000-SOOO

SOOO+
TOTAL

Business
o

0-100
1()()"200
200-300
300-1000
1()()()'2000
2000-SOOO

SOOO+
TOTAL

USIF. th
SegmentMQUlMOD

~."

Local Switching "Subsidy"* .....
Disaggregated by Cusomer Usag~'i,ji("~~> .

" ,. ;.~;':Jr.~~':;;:;/i!~~~6;·:!.
:.: ..'~ .

*DiffBrBnCB between cUlfBlltaccess tales and local tBl1Tlination proxyof$.02/M0u

Note: 8asBdon NovembBl' 1995b/IHng fBCOfds for United. & Centel Florida, 'CTYTCentslofNorth caroDna, .
Ohio, UnltBd & Centsl Texas IDlnoIs andMissouri '. .
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RiC,
per Line

0.0% $
2.6% $ 0.24
5.5% $ 0.88
6.9% $ 1.50

45.2% $ 3.40
26.4%$ 8.23
11.7% $ 16.43
1.6% $ 48.58

100.0% $ 2.50

·0.0% $
3.2% $ 0.17
4.5% $ 0.86
4.7% $ 1.48

26.7l1i $ 3.34
19.2% $8.35
19.0% $ 17.77
22.7% $ 69.43

100.0% $ 2.18

%of
Igfa1

,;"

94,732
131.072
139,152
787,014
565,253
560,256
667,707

7,069,227

2,945,186

185,229.71
391,464.89
488,814.88

3.194,457.44
1,866.694.63

828.0n.64
114,554.23

. RIC
lInter & Intra>

8

%o!
Igfa1

Access
Lines

ReskJental
0 70,447 2.5% $

0-100 767,815 272% $
100-200 442,665 15.7% $
200-300 324,892 11.5% $
300-1000 939,235 33.3% $
1000-2000 226,949 8.0% $
2000-5000 ·50,405 1.8% $

5000+ '2,358 0.1% $

TOTAL 2,824,76(j 100%

BUSiness
'0' 193.955 14.3% $ .

0-100 567,692 42.0% $
100-200 152,528 11.3% $
200-300 94,035 7.0% $,
300-1000 235.348 17.4% S
1000-2000 67,7C1l 5.0% $
2000-5000 31,536 . 2.3% $

5000+ 9.617 . 0.7% ~

TOTAL 1,352,413 100.0% $

Usage
Seement MQUIMQDth

Note: Basedon November 1995bUUng records forUnltftd & Centel Florida, CT&TCentel ofNorth caronna,
Ohio, United & Gentel Texas, IOlnols andMissouri

.Interconnection Charge (RIfC)HI~
Disaggregated_ by CustoJ;IIerQ~alf-'

",' ""."." "':". .\'

•
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Access SUbsidy
,perLiDe

%of
Total

0.0% $
3.0% $ 1.53
6.0% $ 5.33
7.3% $ 8.81

45.3% $ 19.05
25.6% $ 44.53
11.2% $ 87.92
1.6% '$ 273.71

100.0%$ 13.97

~ \
i

"~.

'0

0.0% $
622,717 3.4% $ 1.10
830,993 ·4.6~ $ 5.45
865,571 4.7% '$ 9.20

4,790,106 26.2% $ 20.35
3,423,659. 18.7% $ . 50.57
3,452,473 18.9% $' 109.48
.d.??7~ 23.4% $ 444.80

18,263,2(fJ. 100.0% $ . 13.50

Access Subsidy
(Inter & Intra)

9

% of.
Total

14.3% $
42.0% $
11.3% $
7.0% $:

17.4% $
5.0% $

·~2.3% $
0.7% $.,....

100.0% $

2.5% $ ,
27.2% $ 1,175,135
15.7% $ 2,360,336
11.5% $, 2,862,445
33.3% $ 17,895,097
8.04 $ 10,105,463
1.8% $ 4,431,469
.QJ!& $ 645,408

. 100.0% $ 39,475,354

AccI:Jss
Unes

....

70,447
767,815
442,665
324,892
939,235
226,949
,50,405

2,358

193,955
567,692
152,528
94,035

235,348,
67,7(fJ.
31,536
9,617

2,824~766

1,352,413

Total Access Subsidy
Disaggregated. .'

Usage
Segment

Re8iden1al

BU$iQeSS

o
0-100

100-200
200-300
300-1000
1000-2000
2000-5000

5000+
TOTAL

o
0-100

1QO,.2OD
200-300

3Q()..1000
1()()()"2000
20Q0,.SOOO

5000+
TOTAL

Note: Bassdon November 1995billing records for,LJni(Bd &Cente1 Florida, CT&T CentelofNorth CaroNna, .
Ohio, Un1tBd &Centel TeJtaS, Imno/sandMissouri



1
!

'.

'~'. ..

:t i..:. ."i·,::~·.~ <~~:_-~~';'_~~~{': '~:~-4\

• SjtJat.
' ,"',0'. . ",'", "

. . .... ,- ,. ", :. ,:' ~:': .:~>.
. '" ,';. :. ': .

..c,:.. .• "., " : .~.;.

$48.21

\ I

,.,
f,

;.
$i5.00

10

$63.21

Sustainability Example:'
Carrier Conu;non Line Chap~,~,~'j

. ' , ~. " .. -:~ - " ..:. ..; -

Recovery ofNTS Loop Costs thr()ugh'perMOl1:;-":'
Charge
• Results in :high users contributing well in excess of the

costs of their loops .

• Providing incentive for IXCs (or CLECs) to "cap". the
access costs of serving these customers by serving them.'.,·, '
through either non-ILEe facilities or resold n.,ECloops__:· .·,.A;Y>'},Y...' .

. '.- .'.', -----.. - ,-"-" '. -"'--...... :,-, ~. -':: '~,-.. -.:-.-_--:.~.\ :;.t,:;···;~: .:~;

CCLC Revenue Unbundled Access StiVmgsto.:1XG
,Ge1J&rated by'(;jQtQ1Mr Loop Cost Net Revww:'gat:....;.h '

Residential $46.33 $20.00 $26.33
Customer

Business
Customer
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Local
Switching

lE-LRIC* 1E-LRIC*
(.2c - .4c1MOU)

LOOIl

. '\\'.. '

Comparison betweenIX Accessantl5 •.. ...
Local Interconnection Pricing . . .

=a:Per FCC 96-98 Order

IX Access $.00834/MOU $.00991/MOU $.00250/MOU
-.(Industry Average)

Local Interconnection, Not"
e(Transport and included
1em'rination) ,
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Switched Access
Revenues at Local· LeIs :', C',"Interconnectton ve ' ,C " ,:'W,)

.:Ar~~\;~W<f:
~UP"~l~"~:?!•
" ,,':, ",':;:~'~!~4~~.

AssmDiiti;ri$" ..
*CCLC Eliniinated"
*RIC Eliminated

,tehing
OU'

\
~ ,

•'0
12

....
Switched

....
*LOca1 Swi-- .... priced at .~ 'r-Transport

.... ........ ....
$l.OB ........ ............ ........ ....
Local - ......... ......... ' .... ....

' , .....
$1.8B TSwitching

......... ......... ......... ....
,$4.0B ..... ......... .......... '. .....-- ..... $l.OB......... --, .....
RIC '- ..

..... Switched,
~ .... - ..... .....

$2.8B - .......... Transport'-.... ......... ............. , .....-- -----. ~ " $.8B
CCLC

-..---...... : ",-- ....
, -- .... Local-- -$3.4:8 -- ....-- ........ Switching. . ~,--~_."

, --:::

Revenue Impact of Pricing IX Access at~<

Local Interconnection Levels
(Indu,stry Totals Interstate Ol;l1y)

$11.2B Total

Current Switched
Access Revenues
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SPRINT UNIVERSAL SERVICE PLAN',.

• Principles "

• Services Eligible for·Subsidies

• Determination of Subsidy
..

• CostingS~mu-d ,
'." ..", .. ,"' " -. . ..', :. ":,'>"y'-,'- . ::'.: :~~,~1.::~rt¥~

• Eligibility"'Criteria for ·Receiving the S.~9siQjj-::~;~;.~)
.. :~" ~~;-. ~~~%~, ·t" :;f:.

13 .

• Implementation

• Funding
," " :.

. ..~.

• .Administration of Funds
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SprintPlan ..
"Sprint Universal ,Service Plan' -- Principles

• Competitive Neutrality
~ ,Should.Not Impair Competition

• Alt~e~,~ou1d contributeto,USF oil anequi.table·baSiS
, "

~ ,Subsidy Fun~g'. Should be Portable
• AV~ableto all'quaijfied:,pJ;oviders of local service ,

• Specific, (Targeted), '

• Predictable. . . -.

• Eliminate CurrentIn~rnal(I1nplicit)Subsidy'
Flows, 'as well as replace Existing Explicit .'

, '

Subsidy Funding , ,'"
'\

"
to

\ .



• Residential'Servlce:s Only

• Initial Service Definition

\

f

~ i,...
. 15

- Local Dial Tone and Ability to Make Local Calls.

- Access to'Chosen Long DistanC'eCarrier

- Access to'EInergency Services

- Single Party Service

- TouchTone

- Annual Local· Directory

- DirectoryAssistanc~,. ,', .

~ \, '.\< . '. ."

SrDDTNTP'T A :;, :>:;:;.r .l\J.. ~ . Ld-l.N :';, '.: ,'::·~~ ..;'~~~~ili
. '. . " ..,/:{ h'~(~(~~!'

SERVICES EUGIBLEJ?0/J.SU~~ll//i!"~-
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,SPRINT PLAN "
DETERMINATION OF SU1181•

. ,,;~~:iil

..

- Lifeline, Linkup, and Other Explicit SubsidYJ~';;i.~":~
Mechanisms to Support Low Income . ."~t:"
S.ubscribers Would Continue

• Income Related Sub'sidies

• High Cost Mea Subsidies

- Avmlable to Subsidize Basic Residential'.>'.. ~""~:~~/.~,',.,

Service in Areas \Vhere the Costs of ' /),;ii;~fi
Providing ServiCe Exceed National and$r~~

~'... -/ " ~

Standard for "Affordable"Rate
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..•••~.SPRINT PLAN 'i;~:"':';' ,

COSTING STANDARD FOR DETERMINING HI6it.';';~;G'
COSTAREAS . .' ..,i.i"·.,~i~~~

• TheBenchma:~ CostM?del Should be the Basis.forM~~~~~ifi
Costs ofProvIding ServIces for USFPurposes."~/:~~:s~'t~t
.' , .j;,~i~5~I~k~;~t

- The BCM isa Reasonable Proxy'for the Economic, Costs Qf~{!~;1o-"":?
. ' ~ '',:It ;'/'~f.:;,.. ,·.c.:'

Serving a ParticularArea. . ·':,}~'::::ii;~::i:.., '~~~~;=:'~;

• Advantages, of the BCM ),i;;.\~~~}

- Based on Qbjective, Vetifiable, PublicDataand Accei>ted'~~1l
NetwQrkEngineering Standards .,', .. "::;;,;,::,:7'"

~ ", -. . - .:}{~~~~g}/~,.lj.

o Cost Results not Distorted by Historic AccountingandDep~i

,Policies .:, . ,,' "~'r~:;t/,"ir~:;"
o Does Not 'Require Arbitrary Allocations or Dissagregatlons g£,}lt"':l,(:,

Existing IIivestment to Sroaner Geographic Units ".. .. ,.'
.- .....

o Avoids Controversy Over Whether Embedded Costs Repres~ii~f..~i,~
"Efficient" or "Inefficient" Management'S'~:,,::\,",:

, '" .}~:'l·~\{%;

...::Ar.''. :~:th."~\v.&......._-
. " ',~i~k~f~Jl..
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SPRINT PLAN
COSTING STANDARD FOR ])ETERMTNiN;f"1Ir~
COSTAREAS ;~ :r';~

o Provides Incentive for Innovation

Advantages <?ftheBCM (continued),

• Competitively Neutral .
'. .:c>;:.;(~~

.- Subsidy funding (per subscriber) will 'be the Same for alk~~t;j
Providers.,·'··..·'?

- The BCM is ·a·Proxy for me Costs that Any EfficieJj,tProV{'*e
would Incur in Providing Service to aParticular'Area' ;".:..

". .~

o Subsidy Amount Not biased by an Incumbent's Enib¢9de~tlrur
~. >-

o Provides Incentive fotCompetitive .Entry into HighQ(ist A,fP'
...; , . '.., .... "';'" ~ ':,':::

o Provides Incentive for Efficiency;; .. ' -0
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- More Precisely Identifies !ruly High Cost Areas

- Avoids C(>II~petitive distortions Inherent in Using Higher:~t~
ofAggregation (e.g. exchange or study area) for USF~~.;"{

o BasingSUbsidi~s'on Av~ged Costs willnotPtOri@1I)\"~~~~~1~
Entrants SuffiCient Incentives to Serve Those Arells ~~Ii~);~'
Costs Exceed the Average (potentially leadffig.to "cr.{':;)t~~:;ttt~;:

• • .. ••, .' h .. 'I,; ",.;.•t.'.. .",.,
[lmmlDJ

'. \. .

S
....,\, .. '.

~\"1'RINT PLAN .\"' .....\iDi,.\ ...._

COSTING STANDAJID FOR DETERMINING tiitilll"4¥t'"
COSTAREAS

Advantages..of the BCM (continued)

• Disaggregation of Costs ByCenslls Bt~~j
. . . .. :', .", ':~.

Group .(C:eG)

'\
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BCM-Calculated Cost For that CBG

, .

SPRINT PLAN' "~\":;':';'1D~;~~';<i~if
.. . . ... ·i·;L,Jf~~t~'

DETERMINATION OF THE AM(JlJN~~,,:~!i~iMi'iJ,:
.OF SUBSIDY "" _';"W~'~','~'~h"""

• The Amount of Subsidy Provided for aCBG Would' be the
Difference Between

- The National Benchmark Price for Basic Residential Service (i.c::', 4M~;',~,,,,,~\
maximum rate determined to be "reasonable" and "affordable"),,@cl'::".:"':{'>\~;;:"~~\:';;
the . " "';,::"'", :

• The National aenchmark Price Should be Set at Least at the.
National ,Average Rate for B.asicResidential Service in Urb~'\"'i~<?i:iltti:~\,
areas, Including the Existing Subscriber Line Charge..' . ,'. ··-•. :·}~jii~J~:,:ijr'"
'. • • . '.... "::~:·::·;'c.;,;,,:.• ,);?~lf~~T:;.(,;\

• .State USF.P~ansCould Use the SameMethodolo~ to the~_aif~;~
State RepncIng Does Not Resolve All State-SpecIfic SUbSIc:ij~.~,;,;;~o!~~_~~~~~

.. ~:iff~I{1Iitl~:•
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\ .

$15· .'
$5

$30
:.

$20
$10

~

.
"

.'"'".State Subsidy (Per Access Line

Federal Subsidy (per Access Line)

I.BCM Cost
2.' FCC 'Benchmark Price
3. Federal Subsidy (L1-L2)

21

.

4. State Benchmark Price'
5. State Subsidy (~2~LA)

Assume:

SPRINT PLAN
DETERMINATION OF THE AMOUNX OF
SUBSIDY: EXAMPLE
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$29.98

$59,252

$14,666

$7,425

$4,259·
.' ..

22

Summary Model Results
National Total
($) (Billions)

Annual
Benchmark Cost

Aggregate Support

at $20

at 30

at 40

Average
Monthly Cost

SPRINT PLAN
USF FUND SIZE ATALTERNATIVE.NATIONAL
BENCHMARK PRICE LEVELS
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- Be Willing to Serve the EntiI:e Service Area
. "

- Offer All of the Services that are Supported by the Fund

- Use TheirO\Vn$acilities or a Combination of Owned Facilities and Resale of
Anothel;' Canier's Facilities

, . ~';~~~?1t~l\P';:~~:•. ~"

• USF Funding Will be Available to Both IncumbentLECs and~g~}~;;1~0:;,.
E tr 18 ··~:>.:·t" "n an ,.>:<:,.,.... ~t.~~: .:>,-.

'< :~. "

• !o Qualify for USF Funding; an ETC (Eligible

Telecommunications Carrier) Must:

i:;'~~;f~~1{t~·i' .

Sr D D TNT p''T' AN ...·:;1fi·"~::
r ftJ.,. .LirJ. .••..~~~.

EUGIBIUTY CRITERIA FOR RECEIVIN'~:;l,:.i[·:'~\;:~:i;
'T''ll~~ F' .,. T7\Tn .,.7\1.6 ..' . '·;·,O;.. \.·;~~,,;J;l~~
.L J L, V1,..u1..1 , 1 • ',;.~4;':':'~:';~iJ;~

• An ETC Will Receive Support Only Where It Provides Serviqe.:::; ',:0:':'("

Either Over Its Own Facilities or Over Resold Facilities For WIiich:,>-·f.t,~;· ,
It Pays Cost-Based Ra~s . " .·,;-C':- "/';~'?:'.' ;.

• USF Support Should be Portable (When Subscribers Chatige Th~ir .
Local Service Provider, the',~ubsidy Payment Should Then Go t9
the New Service Provider)
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Sprint,Plan
'Implementation .

, • Implementation Steps
-- Each Incumbent LEe Would Quantify its Net

Change in USF Support (i.e., USF Support
·Under the·New Plan 'Less USFSupp.ort it
Received Un.d~tthe Existing Plan)

.... The Incremental USF Funding Would Flow.
Through, Dollar for Dollar, in ReductionS in
Embedde·d ·Subsidies;· e~g ..;

• CCLC·., .

• Transport RIC
".
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